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received opinions, we thought he might only have
before him some extreme form of Calvinism. "We
can understand a man defending the Articles of
Eeligion, and at the same time opposing doctrines
which are mere glosses on the Articles. But the
denial both of reconciliation, and the necessity of
reconciliation, is contrary to all that we ever under-
stood to be the doctrine of the Church of England.
Moreover, we believe it to be impossible to deny, as
Mr. Voysey expressly does, the c Pauline doctrines?
of atonement and reconciliation, and yet not contra-
dict the Articles of Eeligion. The theology of the
Eeformation was essentially Pauline, so that whatever
interpretation be put on St. Paul, the same is appli-
cable to the Articles of Eeligion. Mr. Voysey's
object, we imagine, was simply to avoid direct contra-
diction of the Church's formularies, expecting that so
long as he did this he would have liberty to preach
against everything that the Church believed.

The doctrine of the atonement is confessedly a doc-
trine encompassed with difficulties. When we stand
on the ground of simple Theism, it seems unnecessary.
In the last century it became the final test of Deism.
A man like Mr. Voysey, who believed atonement
unnecessary, however much he might have professed
belief in Christianity, was regarded as a Deist. And
the ground of this was, that the atonement not being
a doctrine within the discovery of reason, was;
derived from revelation, and so a matter of
faith. The Deists, as they were called, rejecfei it
because reason, they said, was against it. The igno-
rant pagans offered sacrifices to appease'their terrible